Since the promulgation of the Cultural Relics Protection Law of the People's Republic of China in the last century, China's legislation on the protection of cultural relics has gradually formed a multi-level system of protection of legal sources, including the constitution, laws and regulations. After a long period of legal amendment, the content of the legislation on cultural relics protection gradually concentrates on the ownership of cultural relics, the units responsible for the protection of cultural relics, and the legal responsibilities related to the destruction of cultural relics. The focus of the origin and content of Chinese legislation on cultural relics protection determines the direction of the development of legislative model. By comparing and analyzing the theory of cultural relics legislation mode in different countries, the legislative way of cultural relics protection in China should belong to the legislative mode of coexistence of comprehensive legislation and special single legislation.
Introduction
"Cultural relics are relics and remains of historical, artistic, and scientific value left behind by human beings during social activities (Li, 2005) ". Cultural relics protection has become a hot issue that has received wide concern around the world, so many governments and some international organizations have formulated relevant laws and regulations or international conventions to protect and rationally use cultural relics. Similarly, after the Standing Committee of the National People's Congress, one of the Chinese legislatures, enacted the Cultural Relics Protection Law of the People's Republic of China in 1982, the work of the legal protection of cultural relics in China continued to advance. Over the years, a legal system that consists of constitutions, laws, regulations and rules, etc., for the protection of cultural relics has been formed. Therefore, combing the "legal sources" (refers to the source of the effectiveness of the law, including the creation of law and the external manifestations of legal norms) (Zhu, 2011) 
Combing the Statutory Institutions of Protection of Cultural Relics and Legal Sources in China
As the source of legal protection at the highest level of cultural relics protection, China's Constitution has made a principle regulation for the protection of cultural relics. In the Basic Law formulated by the National People's Congress, in addition to the Cultural Relic Protection Law of the People's Republic of China, there are the Property Law (P.R.C.), Criminal Law (P.R.C.), Law on Administrative Penalty (P.R.C.), and The Administrative Litigation Law (P.R.C.) relating to cultural relics protection. In addition, some rules in the Contract Law (P.R.C.), Auction Law (P.R.C.), and Forestry Law (P.R.C.) also concern the protection, utilization and development of cultural relics. These laws have corresponding legal effects in regulating the legal relations of activities to protect immovable cultural relics; therefore, they are also important legal sources of immovable cultural relics protection.
Although both the Constitution (P.R.C.) and many basic laws all involve the protection of cultural relics to varying degrees, the concrete power to implement the protection of cultural relics is within the government's administrative actions. Social changes have caused a lot of problems with the protection of cultural relics. Therefore, most of the legal sources of China's relics protection legislation formulated by the government are in response to the actual issues of Chinese relics protection, such as administrative regulations, departmental rules, local regulations, and local rules. The administrative regulations for the protection of cultural relics refer to the legal documents concerning the administration of the country formulated by the State Council within its own power. These regulations' purpose is to implement the constitution and the law, and the former's effectiveness is second only to that of the latter two. The administrative regulations related to the legal protection of cultural relics in China include the Regulation for the Implementation of the 
Historical Changes of the Main Contents of Chinese Cultural Relics Protection Legislation
The Fifth, a paragraph is added in Article 71 as Paragraph 2: "Where a cultural relics shop or auction enterprise commits any violation of law prescribed in the preceding paragraph, the cultural relics administrative department of the people's government at or above the county level shall confiscate the illegal income and the illegally operated cultural relics, and if the amount of illegal operation is 50,000 yuan or more, it shall be fined not less than one time but not more than three times the amount of illegal operation. If the amount of illegal operation is less than 50,000 yuan, it shall be fined not less than 5000 yuan but not more than 50,000 yuan. If the circumstances are serious, the original license-issuing authority shall revoke the license". The emergence of this provision is based on the development status of the cultural relics market. The setting of the upper limit of the business value at 50,000 yuan has not been sufficient to deal with this issue, and a new ceiling has to be set to provide a legal basis.
Judging from the repeated revision of the content of the Law of the People's Republic of China on the Protection of Cultural Relics over the past few years, China's legislation on the protection of cultural relics presents a trend of expanding local government autonomy and guaranteeing gradual market activity. Of course, this trend is accompanied by regulations that are specific to the actual development of the society, but overall it is still a legal change in the law for the diversification of cultural relics protection and the rationalization of use of cultural relics. In fact, through continuous revision, China has gradually established a cultural relics protection system and framework that is closely coordinated between the central and local governments. Among them, local governments have greater autonomy, cultural relics have become more convenient, and the cultural relics market has become more standardized.
In addition to the contents of the Cultural Relic Protection Law of the People's Republic of China, other laws that do not specifically provide for the protection of cultural relics can also contain specific contents related to cultural relics protection. As stated in Article 51 of the Property Law (P.R.C.): The cultural relics that shall be owned by the state as prescribed by law belong to the state. In addition to China's existing Criminal Law, including provisions that concerning the destruction of immovable cultural relics, and theft of ancient tombs, these contents complement the criminal liabilities set out in the "Legal Responsibilities" in large number of activities which relate to immovable cultural relics require the government and cultural relics administrative departments to give administrative licenses, such as the repair of immovable cultural relics and change in the use of cultural relics. Table 1 can reflect the process of Chinese cultural relics protection legislation more intuitively.
The content of the above-mentioned national laws on the protection of cultural relics at the basic law level aims to define the basic scope of cultural relics It can be seen that the content of China's cultural relics protection legislation can at least be said to have reached a certain scale in terms of quantity, and it can gradually exert the role of the local cultural relics administrative department and combine legislation with practice as much as possible. Moreover, the legislative content of cultural relics protection appears not only in the special basic law but also in the law governing other fields, providing a certain degree of convenience for the concrete implementation of cultural relics protection. Of course, it is accompanied by the issue of potential "Concurrence of Articles". In order to further analyse whether the current status of cultural relics protection legislation needs to be changed, the primary task is to have a clear understanding of the legislative model for cultural relics protection. The correct understanding comes from the grasp of the premise, a summary of any possible relevant experience, as well as an objective analysis and evaluation of itself. Moreover, the rule of law is a demanding thing to transplant because it is multi-faceted and it can be conceived in various ways (Husa, 2018) . Therefore, the model for the protection of cultural relics in different regions must first be included in the scope of the study.
Current Situation and Comments on the Legislation Mode of Cultural Relics Protection in Different Countries
We can put the legislative model into the category of legislative technology. "The writing of any good literary work necessarily includes the two phases of conception and expression. The drafting of the law is the same, and the legislative model is equivalent to the design of legislation" (Xu, 2011) . As an overview of the current situation of cultural relics protection legislation in major countries in R. Chai, H. Li the world, the legislative model for cultural relics protection mainly includes three types: the separate legislative model, the comprehensive legislative model, and the unified legislative model. The separate legislative model refers to special legislation that is based on the elements of a single cultural relic or on the protection of a particular measure by the cultural relics. Under this mode of legislation, the scope of application of the separate laws is different, but they have the same legal effect. "In addition to various types of single-line law, there is no comprehensive legislation for the protection of multiple cultural elements or human resources, and there is no legal existence that coordinates the relationship between individual laws" (Jin, 2007) . Judging from the historical development of cultural relics protection legislation, in the early days of cultural relics protection legislation, most countries generally adopted separate legislative models and focused their protection on immovable cultural relics, such as historic buildings. For example, France promulgated the Historic Building Act in 1840, the Historical Monuments Protection Act in 1887, the Historic Sites Act in 1913, and the Historical Block Protection Act in 1962, etc. (Kong, 2010) . Similarly, the United States promulgated the Historic Sites Protection Act in 1906, the Historical Relics Act in 1935, the Folklore Protection Act in 1976, and the Archaeological Resource Protection Act in Land Act, the Urban Planning Law, the Regional Plan Act, the National Park Law, the Urban Renewal Act, the Building Act, etc. Taiwan, Province of China also has local regulations, such as the Taipei city monuments and monuments set the operating point, the Taipei City Management and Maintenance of historic sites, the Hsinchu City, monuments review and evaluation of the main points of operation and others, including specific enforcement regulations (Xu, 2006) . The unified legislative model, that is, the codification of cultural relics protection issues, adjusts and regulates the affairs of the protection of cultural relics through a unified code. This model aims to compile a complete code of the legal norms of cultural relics in accordance with a certain logic system that is closely related and contains almost no repeated words. This kind of legislative model is mainly used by countries with statutory traditions to integrate and reform the national mature legal system for cultural relics protection and formulate a code for the protection of cultural relics. France and Italy are typical representatives of the unified legislative model in the field of cultural relics protection legislation. France and Italy are countries with rich experience in the protection of cultural relics. At the same time, they are also countries with profound code compilation traditions and strong code circumstances. In 2004, France compiled more than 100 laws on the protection of cultural relics that had been enacted before and formed a comprehensive cultural heritage code, the French Cultural Heritage Code. The Code is divided into seven parts, covering general rules, archives, libraries, museums, archaeology, historical monuments and landscapes and protected areas, and overseas cultural heritage. It clearly stipulates the concept of different types of cultural relics, acquisition, transfer, preservation, restoration and punishment of illegal acts (Wang, 2012) . Similarly, Italy established the Cultural and Landscape Heritage Code in 2004. The law integrates general principles, cultural property, landscape property and penalties, covering almost all aspects of cultural relics protection. It absorbs the laws of the previous cultural relics and the protection of natural heritage. It is a master of Italian cultural heritage protection law. Thus, it can be seen that France and Italy have added, deleted, modified, merged, and rearranged chapters on the basis of the existing one-way law, and have been integrated into a comprehensive code with a wider range of adjustments. The biggest advantage of this legislative model is its evenness in search and retrieval.
From the perspective of changes in the selection of cultural relics protection legislation in various countries of the world, different cultural relics protection legislation models apply to different local resources. Although there is no distinction between the advantages and disadvantages of cultural relics protection legislation, there are differences between the applicable and inapplicable ones. The separate legislative models were widely used at the beginning of cultural relics protection legislation, but could only take root in those countries that originally had a tradition of case law. Countries that have statutory traditions will eventually move toward a unified legislative model even if early cultural relics protection legislation adopted separate legislative models. The comprehensive legislation model is applicable to countries where the characteristics of domestic cultural relics protection are diverse and complex. Therefore, what kind of cultural relics protection legislation model China chooses needs to consider the actual needs of China's cultural relics protection. Because China has a long history and many ethnic groups, a unified legislative model will not only increase unnecessary costs, but also curb the vitality of cultural relics protection. However, the use of separate legislative models may lead to too many laws and waste of resources. The comprehensive legislation model is a feasible choice for the protection of cultural relics in China at this phase. At the same time, in order to emphasize the particularity of some cultural relics' protection, special legislation is needed. Therefore, China's cultural relics protection legislation can be called a legislative model that includes a comprehensive legislative model and a special legislative model.
An Analysis of the Legislation Mode of China's Cultural
Relics Table 3 more intuitively reflect the current situation of the legislative model of China's cultural relics protection legislation:
Conclusion
Cultural relics protection is a common topic among all of human society. Since the industrial revolution, with the increasing trend of global integration, both cultural relics and intangible cultural heritage have been seriously threatened. In R. Chai, H. Li order to retain this endangered and important historical and cultural resource, cultural relics are increasingly valued by governments and international organizations. The protection of cultural heritage through the formulation of laws has become one of the most effective ways for countries and regional organizations to manage cultural relics. Therefore, it is of far-reaching significance and importance to attach importance to the establishment of a system for the protection of cultural relics. China is an ancient and large country of culture and occupies an important position in the global movement for the protection of cultural relics.
It has been remarkably successful in integrating into the existing international governance orders with a growing ability to influence the global governance architecture (Slawotsky, 2018) . While constantly improving the legislative system for cultural relics protection, the unique cultural relics protection legislation produced to protect China's rich and varied cultural relics should provide a certain amount of experience in the protection of the world's cultural relics. The proposal of "cultural diversity" 1 is not only a further in-depth international background for China's cultural relics protection legislation but also strong evidence of China's cultural relics protection legislation to enter a global perspective. It is believed that the deepening of the theoretical exchange of international cultural heritage protection can provide an endless life for the development of the legislative protection of cultural relics in various countries.
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1 Cultural diversity means that human spiritual wealth and material wealth do not exist in a single form at different times and in different spaces, but present various forms. "Cultural diversity" has become a broad consensus of the international community. UNESCO adopted two important conventions on the protection of cultural diversity in the early 21st century, Universal Declaration on Cultural Diversity and Protection and Promotion of Diversity of Cultural Expressions. The two conventions clearly stated that cultural diversity has a great role in promoting the sustainable development of human society.
